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Abstract: Background: Musculotendinous reactive strength is a key factor for the utilization of
elastic energy in sporting activities such as running. AIM: To evaluate the relationship between
musculotendinous reactive strength and lower-limb stiffness during running as well as to identify
age-related differences in both variables. Methods: Fifty-nine amateur endurance runners performed
three 20-cm drop jumps and a constant 3-min easy run on a motorized treadmill. Reactive strength
index and dynamic lower-limb stiffness were calculated with a photoelectric cell system by jumping
and running, respectively. Additionally, sit to stand difference in plantar arch height was assessed as
a static lower-limb stiffness measure. The cluster analysis allows the comparison between younger
and older runners. Results: No significant correlations were found between jumping reactive strength
and running lower-limb stiffness. The younger group performed better at drop jumps (p = 0.023,
ES = 0.82), whereas higher-but-no-significant results were found for reactive strength index and
stiffness-related metrics. Conclusions: Musculotendinous vertical reactiveness may not be transferred
to combined vertical and horizontal movements such as running.
Keywords: jumping; performance; running; stretch-shortening cycle; plyometric exercises
1. Introduction
During running, the leg function resembles the behaviour of a spring which com-
presses and decompresses continually [1], being the body mass responsible for such leg-
spring compression [2]. Mechanical energy is stored over the leg-spring compression,
represented by the eccentric phase of stance, whereas the concentric phase of stance re-
leases the stored energy as elastic energy [2]. Lower-limb stiffness (LLS) [3] and the
stretch-shortening cycle (SSC) [4] are the two most important neuromuscular elements
linked to elastic energy use.
Testing LLS in running gait includes the highest specificity for runners and may be
calculated at the most suitable speed (i.e., race pace) for the athlete [5]. Both components of
LLS, vertical stiffness (Kvert) and leg stiffness (Kleg), influence the regulation of spatiotem-
poral and kinematic variables in running. While Kvert describes the ratio of maximal force
to the vertical displacement of the centre of mass (COM) when its lowest point is reached,
Kleg describes the mechanical behaviour of the leg’s structural components (i.e., muscles,
tendons, and ligaments) [6,7]. Increases in Kvert and Kleg are connected to both increased
intensity and improved performance of a particular task [5]. The role played by the foot
is essential in running since it is the ultimate part of the body in contact with the ground.
It has been suggested that stronger foot muscles lead to a stiffer longitudinal arch [8] which
is associated with increased running performance [9].
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To date, little evidence regarding the effects of age on LLS has been reported [10,11].
In one study, a single-leg hopping task at different frequencies on a force plate combined
with a motion capture system was proposed to establish differences regarding Kvert
between children and young adults [10]. Absolute Kvert values were similar between
adults and children but once normalised to body weight, children exhibited higher Kvert
for all the frequencies proposed [10]. Additionally, these authors stated that children are
able to actively stiffen their leg in one-leg hopping to counterbalance for their undeveloped
stretch reflex, being able to hop faster [10]. Other study proposed a countermovement jump
to establish Kleg differences between 10 elder and 10 younger physically active healthy
males finding that the Kleg exhibited by the younger group was 29.3% higher [11]. To the
best of our knowledge, no additional research has explored age differences on LLS based
on its behaviour during running activities.
The capacity of a runner to employ efficiently the SSC and the capacity to store and
release elastic energy by the musculotendinous units is represented as reactive strength [12].
The reactive strength index (RSI), defined as the ability to switch rapidly from an eccentric
to a concentric contraction [12], can be measured from the ratio of flight time (FT) and
ground contact time (CT) by drop jump (DJ) [13,14]. The correlations between the RSI and
LLS using DJs have been investigated [15]. A positive correlation between RSI and Kvert
was found, meaning that greater stiffness values were associated with greater RSI [15].
The contribution of RSI to LLS regulation in highly trained sprinters has been demon-
strated [16]. In that study, the authors reported large associations between RSI, calculated
through a 0.5 m DJ, and very large Kvert with maximum velocity [16]. However, to the
authors’ knowledge, the connections between RSI and LLS at a slower velocity remain
unknown as well as the effect of aging in both variables. Hence, this study is aimed at
assessing the relationship between LLS during running and RSI while jumping in amateur
endurance runners, as well as identifying possible age-related differences. We hypothesised
that no correlations exist between LLS in running and RSI in jumping due to the principle
of specificity of each task. Additionally, we hypothesised that the older group displays
lower values for both LLS and RSI.
2. Materials and Methods
The current work is an observational cross-sectional study. Data were collected over
only one session in the biomechanics laboratory of the University San Jorge during March
and April 2019.
2.1. Participants
Fifty-nine injury-free amateur endurance runners voluntarily participated in this
study (Table 1). All the participants were habitually shod runners and met the inclusion
criteria: (i) Older than 18 years old, (ii) capable of running 10 km in less than 50 min
(45.12 ± 4.42 min), (iii) at least two running sessions weekly. After receiving detailed
information on the objectives and procedures of the study, each participant signed an
informed consent form in order to participate, which complied with the ethical standards
of the World Medical Association’s Declaration of Helsinki (2013). It was made clear that
the participants were free to withdraw from the study at any time. Sport sciences students
and amateur runners of local running clubs were recruited for the study and the sample
was selected by convenience. The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board
of University San Jorge, Zaragoza, Spain (Ref. Number 006-18/19).
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Table 1. Participants descriptive data (mean ± SD).
Variable All (n = 59) Age p-Value
YG (n = 19) OG (n = 40)
Age (years old) 27.26 (8.47) 23.05 (2.88) 40.76 (5.86) <0.001
Height (cm) 167.73 (7.25) 168.29 (7.47) 165.93 (6.37) 0.291
Body mass (kg) 61.25 (8.38) 62.38 (8.60) 57.57 (6.66) 0.060
YG: Younger group; OG: Older group.
2.2. Procedures
Participants completed a 3-min running trial on a motorised treadmill with a slope of
0% at 12 km·h−1 (HP cosmos Pulsar 4P; HP cosmos Sports & Medical, Gmbh, Nußdorf,
Germany). The following procedure under the same conditions, and instructed by a re-
searcher, was performed by every participant.
Before the start of the testing session, the participants completed a dynamic warm-
up protocol that consisted of movement preparation (squatting, lunging, and hinging),
5-min stationary cycling, dynamic stretching, running drills consisting of skipping, counter-
movement jump (CMJ), CMJ with bounce, and ankle jumps as this type of warm-up
has been suggested to optimise jumping performance [17]. Each participant performed
3 maximal DJ at a height of 20 cm [14] and the best performance was considered for analysis.
The landing zone was established between two transmitting-receiving bars belonging to
the photoelectric cell system (OptoGait, Microgate, Bolzano, Italy) previously validated
to measure the vertical jump height [18]. Measurements of FT (ms) and CT (ms) were
recorded, and their ratio (RSI) [13] as RSI is found to be a valid and reliable indicator of
explosive performance [19]. Participants had a 1-min rest between jumps [14]. To start,
they were asked to ‘step out’ from the box, keeping their hands on their hips to minimise
arm movement, and ‘to jump as high and as fast as possible’ on landing [20]. Each jump
was analysed carefully and considered unacceptable in case that either the participants’
legs were not fully extended during the flight or they jumped forward off the landing zone.
Immediately after, an 8-min treadmill running accommodation program [21] was
implemented by increasing speed by 1 km·h−1 every minute from 8 to 12 km·h−1. As spa-
tiotemporal parameters reach a steady state soon [22], a 3-min running bout at a speed
of 12 km·h−1 was proposed being 6–8 strides analysed [23]. Data were recorded for
subsequent analysis.
2.3. Materials and Testing
As participants entered the laboratory, both body mass (kg) and height (cm) were
determined using a weighing scale (Tanita BC-601; TANITA Corp., Maeno-Cho, Itabashi-ku,
Tokyo, Japan) and a stadiometer (SECA 222; SECA Corp., Hamburg, Germany).
Total foot length (FL) and truncated foot length (TFL) were measured using the
procedures outlined by Butler et al. [24]. First, linear dimensions of the unloaded right
foot placed on an osteometric board were measured using sliding digital callipers with
participants seated in a height-adjustable chair keeping their knees and hips under an
alignment of 90◦ [25]. Feet, positioned 15 cm apart, were fixed in the heel cups. FL was
measured from the most posterior part of the calcaneus to the most distal part of the longest
toe. TFL is defined as the foot length from the most posterior part of the calcaneus to
the centre of the medial joint space of the first metatarsal phalangeal joint [24]. The arch
height index (AHI) was defined as the height of the arch at 50% total FL divided by
TFL [26]. The same measures were done with participants standing in order to acquire
loaded foot dimensions [25]. Moreover, the dorsal arch height difference between dorsal
arch in a bipedal stance (AHIstand) and while sitting (AHIsit) was calculated, known as
sit-to stand difference [26]. Similarly, arch stiffness was measured using the procedures
described by Zifchock et al. [26].
Every measure was repeated 3 times and the average was computed and used for
analysis. The static foot posture and foot mobility measures have reported moderate to
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good intrarater reliability (intraclass correlation coefficient = 0.81–0.99) and moderate to
good interrater reliability (intraclass correlation coefficient = 0.58–0.99), respectively [25].
Measurements of the running spatiotemporal parameters of CT (the time the foot
spends in contact with the ground) and FT (the time from the toes off to the initial contact
of the same foot) [27] were acquired using the same photoelectric cell system (Microgate,
Bolzano, Italy) described above, in which reliability was determined for the assessment of
running spatiotemporal parameters and LLS [28]. The system was calibrated following the
manufacturer’s recommendations and collected data at a sampling frequency of 1000 Hz
placed on the edges of the treadmill surface for this study. The OptoGait system was linked
to a laptop and the manufacturer software was used (version 1.12.1.0, Microgate, Bolzano,
Italy). Filter parameters GAitR-In and GAitR-Out were set at 0_0 [29].
Running gait LLS reliability has been previously reported [30,31]. Both Kvert (kN/m),
defined as the ratio of maximal force to the vertical COM displacement at the middle of
the stance phase, and Kleg (kN/m), defined as the ratio of the maximal force in the spring
to the maximum leg compression at the middle of the stance phase [6], were calculated
using the Morin’s sine-wave method which has shown strong consistency with force plate
methods [32].
2.4. Statistical Analysis
Descriptive data are presented as the mean and standard deviation (SD). The normal-
ity distribution of the data and homogeneity of variances were confirmed by Shapiro-Wilk’s
and Levene’s tests, respectively (p > 0.05). In order to analyse the relationship between
parameters, a partial correlation analysis, adjusted by age, was conducted. The following
criteria were adopted to interpret the magnitude of correlations between measurement
variables: <0.1 (trivial), 0.1–0.3 (small), 0.3–0.5 (moderate), 0.5–0.7 (large), 0.7–0.9 (very
large), and 0.9–1.0 (almost perfect) [33]. Additionally, a cluster k-means analysis regarding
the age of the subjects allows the authors to split up the whole group into two age-groups
(younger group [YG] and older group [OG]). To explore the differences between age groups,
an analysis of variance (ANOVA) was conducted for stiffness parameters (i.e., variables
considering body mass), and an analysis of covariance (ANCOVA), considering the body
mass as covariate, was performed for jumping performance parameters. The magnitude
of the differences between values was also interpreted using the Cohen’s d effect size
(ES) (between-group differences) [34]. Effect sizes are reported as: Trivial (<0.19), small
(0.2–0.49), medium (0.5–0.79), and large (≥0.8) [34]. All statistical analyses were per-
formed using the SPSS software version 25.0 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) and statistical
significance was accepted at an alpha level of 0.05.
3. Results
The cluster analysis allows the authors to split up the whole group (n = 59) into
two age-groups (younger group [YG, n = 19] and older group [OG, n = 40]). Significant
between-group differences (p < 0.001) were found in age (YG: 23.06 ± 2.88 years old; OG:
40.76 ± 5.86 years old).
A comparative analysis between age groups for stiffness-related parameters is pro-
vided in Table 2. The ANOVA revealed no significant differences between YG and OG
in static (i.e., arch stiffness, p = 0.084, ES = 0.39) and dynamic measures (i.e., Kvert and
Kleg, p = 0.642 and 0.942, respectively, with trivial ES) of lower-limb stiffness. Nevertheless,
the YG showed higher, though not significant, values in all parameters.
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Table 2. Between-group (YG vs. OG) comparison in static (i.e., arch stiffness) and dynamic measures
(i.e., vertical and leg stiffness) of lower-limb stiffness (±SD).
Variable All (n = 59) Age p-Value (ES)
YG (n = 19) OG (n = 40)
Arch stiffness 888.54 (507.30) 824.85 (368.17) 1093.29 (793.88) 0.084 (0.39)
Kvert (kN/m) 21.08 (6.50) 21.30 (7.09) 20.37 (4.27) 0.642 (0.18)
Kleg (kN/m) 6.51 (2.90) 6.52 (3.15) 6.46 (1.99) 0.942 (0.03)
YG: Younger group; OG: Older group; ES: Cohen´s d effect size; Kvert: Vertical stiffness; Kleg: Leg stiffness;
SD: Standard deviation.
Table 3 includes a between-group comparison for DJ performance and RSI. The AN-
COVA, adjusted by body mass, revealed significant differences between groups in DJ20
(p = 0.023, ES = 0.82), with better performance for the YG compared to OG. No significant
differences were found in RSI (p = 0.154) although the ES was medium (ES = 0.63).
Table 3. Drop jump (DJ) performance parameters (±SD) and reactive strength index regarding age.
Variable All (n = 59) Age ˆ p-Value (ES)
YG (n = 19) OG (n = 40)
DJ20 (cm) 26.27 (5.78) 27.18 (5.98) 23.36 (4.00) 0.023 (0.82)
RSI20 2.02 (0.50) 2.09 (0.50) 1.81 (0.43) 0.154 (0.63)
SD: Standard deviation; YG: Younger group; OG: Older group; ES: Cohen’s d effect size; DJ20: Jump height from
a 20 cm drop jump; RSI20: Reactive strength index calculated from DJ20. ˆ One-way analysis of covariance with
body mass as covariates.
A partial correlation analysis, adjusted by age (Table 4), reported some significant
relationships between lower-limb stiffness parameters. The arch stiffness significantly
correlated with Kvert and Kleg (r = 0.272 and 0.264, p < 0.05, respectively), even though the
magnitude of the correlations was small in both cases, and the Kvert reported significant,
and almost perfect, correlation with Kleg (r = 0.944, p < 0.001). No significant relationships
were found between RSI and lower-limb stiffness (r < 0.1, p ≥ 0.05).
Table 4. Partial correlation analysis (r coefficient), adjusted by age, between arch stiffness, lower-body
stiffness during running, and reactive strength index obtained from drop jumping.
Arch Stiffness Kvert Kleg RSI20
Arch stiffness 1 0.272 * 0.264 * −0.057
Kvert 1 0.944 ** 0.076
Kleg 1 0.036
RSI20 1
* p < 0.05, ** p < 0.001. Kvert: Vertical stiffness; Kleg: Leg stiffness; RSI20: Reactive strength index calculated from
a 20 cm drop jump.
4. Discussion
The present study sought to examine the relationship between lower-limb stiffness
and reactive strength index in amateur endurance runners, as well as identify the possible
age-related differences. The results described above allow us to state that no significant
correlations exist between lower-limb stiffness and RSI. The results found for LLS, although
non-significant, exhibit age-related differences showing a tendency towards higher values
in the younger group. Similarly, the YG achieved significant higher values during DJ and
no-significant greater RSI values, both adjusted by body mass. This suggests that although
one may be reactive over the sagittal plane (i.e., DJ), it may not reflect performances
requiring reactiveness in both sagittal and horizontal planes (i.e., running). This statement
seems to be supported by the specificity principle that claims that the task’s demands
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define the type of SSC used and, hence, the RSI values [5,35,36], confirming consequently
our hypothesis.
Therefore, as heightened arch stiffness has been associated with better distance run-
ning performance [9], the role of the LLS and SSC related to the use of elastic energy [3,4],
as well as the relationship of both Kvert and Kleg with running performance [3,37] are well
known. The mean values of arch stiffness (888.54 ± 507.30) here reported are supported
by both Lieberman et al. (823.6 ± 223.7) [8] and Garcia-Pinillos et al. (947.7 ± 418.8) [9] in
habitually shod runners. The similarity of the results between the present study and the
two aforementioned studies relies on the same methods to evaluate arch stiffness and the
very similar individual characteristics of the participants.
As already mentioned, the increased Kvert and Kleg were identified for YG, which is
aligned with a previous work [11]. This study determined how Kleg adjusts according to
age by comparing 10 young adults to old adults (24.3 ± 2 years and 68.6 ± 5 years, respec-
tively) [11]. The authors stated that Kleg and its neuromuscular function of storing and real-
ising elastic energy may decrease as we get older as significant differences in Kleg (p < 0.05)
were found between groups (YG = 2.44 ± 0.52 kN/m; OG = 1.72 ± 0.78 kN/m) [11]. Our
findings endorse the study by Liu et al. as our YG exhibited higher values for both Kvert
(21.3 ± 7.09 kN/m) and Kleg (6.52 ± 3.15 kN/m) than our OG (20.37 ± 4.27 kN/m and
6.46 ± 1.9 kN/m, respectively). The differences in the magnitude of the values may be
taken from two different perspectives. First, the difference of age between groups in the Liu
et al. study is greater than ours, therefore, the difference between the values in both groups
is greater. Then, Kleg values may be affected by the different sporting tasks proposed
by the present study (i.e., running) and Liu et al. (i.e., CMJ) to assess LLS, supporting
therefore our hypothesis that the principle of specificity of the task may determine the
neuromuscular function.
The use of DJ to calculate RSI has been previously reported [13,14]. The reactive
strength may vary depending on several individual parameters such as anthropometry
or chronological age [38]. Our findings endorse the suggestion by Suchomel et al. [38].
Greater RSI values have been shown by the younger group motivated by a significant
(p < 0.05) better performance during DJ (27.18 ± 5.98 cm and 23.36 ± 4 cm, respectively).
The results reported here slightly differ from those found by Beattie et al. [13]. While our
participants, all amateur endurance runners, exhibited RSI values of 2.09 ± 0.5 (YG) and
1.81 ± 0.43 (OG), the Beattie et al. participants, the sample made of different sports shows
1.26 ± 0.24 (weaker athletes) and 1.50 ± 0.33 (stronger athletes). This discrepancy in RSI
values might be attributed to, apart from the differences in the participants, the different
drop jump heights (20 cm in the current study and 30 cm in the Beattie et al. study). Of note,
however, our findings are supported by the Markwick et al. results [14]. Although in the
present study amateur runners were assessed, very similar RSI values were obtained using
a DJ in both studies, particularly regarding our younger group (age: 23.06 ± 2.88 years)
and Markwick’s participants (age: 25.8 ± 3.5 years) [14]. Regarding these findings, it seems
logical to affirm that the neuromuscular mechanism of reutilization of elastic energy,
measured by RSI 20, decreased as a consequence of aging. Apparently, the assessment of
RSI during DJ correlates highly to Kvert [15], meaning that RSI seems to reflect lower-limb
stiffness in DJ, and, since stiffness-related age differences have been thoroughly reported,
it might also explain the differences in RSI values between both age groups.
The reactive strength and LLS have essential roles in sporting movements such as
running or jumping [5,39]. The contribution of reactive strength to the regulation of LLS
has been assessed at maximal velocity [16] showing no associations between LLS and RSI
values. Both a stiffer leg at the touchdown and increased breaking forces in a DJ with Kvert
when sprinting [16] have been related to the capability of using the lower-limb musculo-
tendinous structures within the SSC, which seems to directly influence stiffness regulation
at maximum velocity [16]. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this relationship has not
been assessed at submaximal velocities. Our age-adjusted partial correlation between RSI
and LLS shows that arch stiffness significantly correlated with Kvert (r = 0.272, p < 0.05)
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and Kleg (r = 0.264, p < 0.05). Similarly, a significant and almost perfect correlation was
found between Kvert and Kleg (r = 0.944, p < 0.001). However, no significant relationships
were found between LLS and RSI (r < 0.12, p ≥ 0.05). Therefore, it can be argued that the
underpinned principle under running and jumping tasks determines the neuromuscular
behaviour of LLS and SSC in amateur distance runners allowing us to suggest that the one’s
ability to exert reactive strength over a vertical movement (i.e., DJ) may not be transferred
to combined vertical and horizontal movements (i.e., running).
Although both the SSC and the LLS play an outstanding role within the neuromuscular
behaviour in the use of elastic energy in sporting tasks such as running and jumping,
it has been shown how their primary function may be reduced due to aging affecting
consequently performance.
Despite the insightful findings reported here, several methodological limitations need
to be considered. The running protocol was executed on a motorised treadmill at 12 km·h−1.
Then, participants used their own running shoes, ensuring therefore the acquisition of their
regular performance. Although significant, the age of our participants may be considered
at the same stage, thus, future research studies should contemplate groups separated by
bigger age differences. Likewise, our sample was made exclusively of males, preventing us
from establishing sex differences.
5. Conclusions
This study determined the age-related differences between RSI in a DJ and lower-limb
stiffness during running, as well as their possible correlations. For the conditions here
tested, no significant correlations were found between RSI and LLS showing that what can
be reactive vertically (i.e., jumping) might not be horizontally (i.e., running) supported by
the principle of specificity of each task. As hypothesised, the neuromuscular behaviour
(i.e., SSC and LLS) might be jeopardized due to aging as our findings show that the older
group exhibits lower values for RSI than the younger group. In order to minimise the aging
effects, heavy resistance training and light-loaded explosive resistance training to increase
agonist muscle activation and optimise the force development rate, respectively, can be
proposed [40]. The addition of these recommendations twice per week to the runners’
training routine would help maintain the functionality of both SSC and LLS in distance
runners [41,42].
Author Contributions: Conceptualization, data curation, investigation, writing-original draft prepa-
ration, D.J.-C.; methodology, investigation, writing-review and editing, A.C.-L.; software, formal
análisis, supervision, D.L.-J.; investigation, resources, visualization, A.R.-P.; conceptualization,
data curation, resources, L.E.R.-S.; conceptualization, project administration, supervision, validation,
F.G.-P. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.
Funding: This research received no external funding.
Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki, and approved by the Institutional Review Board of University San Jorge,
Zaragoza, Spain.
Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.
Data Availability Statement: Data supporting reported results can be obtained on demand by
contacting either the corresponding author or the first author of the current study.
Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank all the participants and Universidad San Jorge
for supporting open access dissemination.
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.
References
1. Cavagna, G.A.; Franzetti, P.; Heglund, N.C.; Willems, P. The determinants of the step frequency in running, trotting and hopping
in man and other vertebrates. J. Physiol. 1988, 399, 81–92. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 6866 8 of 9
2. Komi, P.V. Stretch-shortening cycle: A powerful model to study normal and fatigued muscle. J. Biomech. 2000, 33, 1197–1206.
[CrossRef]
3. Moore, I.S. Is There an Economical Running Technique? A Review of Modifiable Biomechanical Factors Affecting Running
Economy. Sports Med. 2016, 46, 793–807. [CrossRef]
4. Vogt, M.; Hoppeler, H.-H. Eccentric exercise: Mechanisms and effects when used as training regime or training adjunct. J. Appl.
Physiol. 2014, 116, 1446–1454. [CrossRef]
5. Maloney, S.J.; Fletcher, I.M. Lower limb stiffness testing in athletic performance: A critical review. Sports Biomech. 2021, 20,
109–130. [CrossRef]
6. Farley, C.T.; Gonzalez, O. Leg stiffness and stride frequency in human running. J. Biomech. 1996, 29, 181–186. [CrossRef]
7. Kerdok, A.E.; Biewener, A.A.; McMahon, T.A.; Weyand, P.G.; Herr, H.M. Energetics and mechanics of human running on surfaces
of different stiffnesses. J. Appl. Physiol. 2002, 92, 469–478. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Lieberman, D.E. Strike type variation among Tarahumara Indians in minimal sandals versus conventional running shoes. J. Sport
Heal. Sci. 2014, 3, 86–94. [CrossRef]
9. García-Pinillos, F.; Lago-Fuentes, C.; Latorre-Román, P.A.; Pantoja-Vallejo, A.; Ramirez-Campillo, R. Jump-Rope Training:
Improved 3-km Time-Trial Performance in Endurance Runners via Enhanced Lower-Limb Reactivity and Foot-Arch Stiffness. Int.
J. Sports Physiol. Perform. 2020, 15, 927–933. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
10. Beerse, M.; Wu, J. Vertical stiffness and center-of-mass movement in children and adults during single-leg hopping. J. Biomech.
2016, 49, 3306–3312. [CrossRef]
11. Liu, Y.; Peng, C.-H.; Wei, S.-H.; Chi, J.-C.; Tsai, F.-R.; Chen, J.-Y. Active leg stiffness and energy stored in the muscles during
maximal counter movement jump in the aged. J. Electromyogr. Kinesiol. 2006, 16, 342–351. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Beattie, K.; Carson, B.; Lyons, M.; Rossiter, A.; Kenny, I.C. The Effect of Strength Training on Performance Indicators in Distance
Runners. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2017, 31, 9–23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
13. Beattie, K.; Carson, B.P.; Lyons, M.; Kenny, I.C. The Relationship between Maximal Strength and Reactive Strength. Int. J. Sports
Physiol. Perform. 2017, 12, 548–553. [CrossRef]
14. Markwick, W.J.; Bird, S.P.; Tufano, J.J.; Seitz, L.B.; Haff, G.G. The Intraday Reliability of the Reactive Strength Index Calculated
From a Drop Jump in Professional Men’s Basketball. Int. J. Sports Physiol. Perform. 2015, 10, 482–488. [CrossRef]
15. Kipp, K.; Kiely, M.; Giordanelli, M.D.; Malloy, P.J.; Geiser, C.F. The Reactive Strength Index Reflects Vertical Stiffness During Drop
Jumps. Int. J. Sports Physiol. Perform. 2017, 13, 44–49.
16. Douglas, J.; Pearson, S.; Ross, A.; McGuigan, M. Reactive and eccentric strength contribute to stiffness regulation during maximum
velocity sprinting in team sport athletes and highly trained sprinters. J. Sports Sci. 2019, 38, 29–37. [CrossRef]
17. Cormack, S.; Newton, R.U.; McGuigan, M.R.; Doyle, T.L. Reliability of Measures Obtained During Single and Repeated
Countermovement Jumps. Int. J. Sports Physiol. Perform. 2008, 3, 131–144. [CrossRef]
18. Glatthorn, J.F.; Gouge, S.; Nussbaumer, S.; Stauffacher, S.; Impellizzeri, F.M.; Maffiuletti, N.A. Validity and Reliability of Optojump
Photoelectric Cells for Estimating Vertical Jump Height. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2011, 25, 556–560. [CrossRef]
19. Suchomel, T.J.; Sole, C.J.; Bailey, C.A.; Grazer, J.L.; Beckham, G. A Comparison of Reactive Strength Index-Modified Between Six
U.S. Collegiate Athletic Teams. J. Strength Cond. Res. 2015, 29, 1310–1316. [CrossRef]
20. Young, W.B.; Pryor, J.F.; Wilson, G.J. Effects of instructions on characteristics of countermovement and drop jump performance.
J. Strength Cond. Res. 1995, 9, 232–236.
21. Lavcanska, V.; Taylor, N.; Schache, A. Familiarization to treadmill running in young unimpaired adults. Hum. Mov. Sci. 2005, 24,
544–557. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
22. García-Pinillos, F.; Latorre-Román, P.A.; Ramírez-Campillo, R.; Párraga-Montilla, J.A.; Roche-Seruendo, L.E. Minimum time
required for assessing step variability during running at submaximal velocities. J. Biomech. 2018, 80, 186–195. [CrossRef]
23. Besser, M.P.; Kmieczak, K.; Schwartz, L.; Snyderman, M.; Wasko, J.; Selby-Silverstein, L. Representation of temporal spatial gait
parameters using means in adults without impairment. Gait Posture 1999, 9, 113.
24. Butler, R.J.; Davis, I.S.; Hamill, J. Interaction of Arch Type and Footwear on Running Mechanics. Am. J. Sports Med. 2006, 34,
1998–2005. [CrossRef]
25. McPoil, T.G.; Vicenzino, B.; Cornwall, M.W.; Collins, N.; Warren, M. Reliability and normative values for the foot mobility
magnitude: A composite measure of vertical and medial-lateral mobility of the midfoot. J. Foot Ankle Res. 2009, 2, 6. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]
26. Zifchock, R.A.; Davis, I.; Hillstrom, H.; Song, J. The Effect of Gender, Age, and Lateral Dominance on Arch Height and Arch
Stiffness. Foot Ankle Int. 2006, 27, 367–372. [CrossRef]
27. Roche-Seruendo, L.E.; Pinillos, F.G.; Auria-Martin, I.; Bataller-Cervero, A.V.; Román, P.A.L.; Hermoso, V.M.S. Effects of different
percentages of body weight support on spatiotemporal step characteristics during running. J. Sports Sci. 2018, 36, 1441–1446.
[CrossRef]
28. Jaén-Carrillo, D.; García-Pinillos, F.; Cartón-Llorente, A.; Almenar-Arasanz, A.J.; Bustillo-Pelayo, J.A.; Roche-Seruendo, L.E.
Test–retest reliability of the OptoGait system for the analysis of spatiotemporal running gait parameters and lower body stiffness
in healthy adults. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part P J. Sports Eng. Technol. 2020, 234, 154–161. [CrossRef]
Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 6866 9 of 9
29. García-Pinillos, F.; Latorre-Román, P.Á.; Ramirez-Campillo, R.; Roche-Seruendo, L.E. Agreement between spatiotemporal
parameters from a photoelectric system with different filter settings and high-speed video analysis during running on a treadmill
at comfortable velocity. J. Biomech. 2019, 93, 213–219. [CrossRef]
30. Girard, O.; Brocherie, F.; Morin, J.B.; Millet, G.P. Running mechanical alterations during repeated treadmill sprints in hot versus
hypoxic environments: A pilot study. J. Sports Sci. 2016, 34, 1190–1198. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Pappas, P.; Dallas, G.; Paradisis, G. Reliability of Leg and Vertical Stiffness During High Speed Treadmill Running. J. Appl.
Biomech. 2017, 33, 160–165. [CrossRef]
32. Morin, J.-B.; Dalleau, G.; Kyröläinen, H.; Jeannin, T.; Belli, A. A Simple Method for Measuring Stiffness during Running. J. Appl.
Biomech. 2005, 21, 167–180. [CrossRef]
33. Hopkins, W.G.; Marshall, S.W.; Batterham, A.M.; Hanin, J. Progressive Statistics for Studies in Sports Medicine and Exercise
Science. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2009, 41, 3–12. [CrossRef]
34. Cohen, J. Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences, 2nd ed.; Lawrence Erlbaum: Mahwah, NJ, USA, 1988.
35. Flanagan, E. An examination of the slow and fast stretch shortening cycle in cross country runners and skiers. In Proceedings of
the ISBS—Conference Proceedings Archive, Ouro Preto, Brazil, 23–27 August 2007.
36. Roche-Seruendo, L.E.; García-Pinillos, F.; Haicaguerre, J.; Bataller-Cervero, A.V.; Soto-Hermoso, V.M.; Latorre-Román, P.Á. Lack
of Influence of Muscular Performance Parameters on Spatiotemporal Adaptations With Increased Running Velocity. J. Strength
Cond. Res. 2018, 32, 409–415. [CrossRef]
37. García-Pinillos, F.; Cartón-Llorente, A.; Jaén-Carrillo, D.; Delgado-Floody, P.; Carrasco-Alarcón, V.; Martínez, C.; Roche Seruendo,
L.E. Does fatigue alter step characteristics and stiffness during running? Gait Posture 2020, 76, 259–263. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
38. Suchomel, T.J.; Nimphius, S.; Stone, M.H. The Importance of Muscular Strength in Athletic Performance. Sports Med. 2016, 46,
1419–1449. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
39. Haff, G.G.; Nimphius, S. Training Principles for Power. Strength Cond. J. 2012, 34, 2–12. [CrossRef]
40. Folland, J.P.; Williams, A.G. The adaptations to strength training: Morphological and neurological contributions to increased
strength. Sports Med. 2007, 37, 145–168. [CrossRef]
41. Blagrove, R.C.; Howatson, G.; Hayes, P.R. Effects of Strength Training on the Physiological Determinants of Middle- and
Long-Distance Running Performance: A Systematic Review. Sports Med. 2018, 48, 1117–1149. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
42. Häkkinen, K.; Alen, M.; Kallinen, M.; Newton, R.U.; Kraemer, W.J. Neuromuscular adaptation during prolonged strength training,
detraining and re-strength-training in middle-aged and elderly people. Graefe’s Arch. Clin. Exp. Ophthalmol. 2000, 83, 51–62.
[CrossRef]
